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ing hay, but each year there was a fresh distribution of the
strips either by lot or in rotation. Ownership instead of
being permanent was ' shifting '. At Patney, for example,
the meadow was divided out each year by lot among eight
tenants1. Even to this day the water-meadows of Yarnton
by the Thames near Oxford are distributed annually, and
lots are drawn for the right to mow the grass of particular
strips2. We can only conjecture the reasons why the strips
of meadow were not retained by their owners in lasting
occupation, but were assigned afresh every year. The
Domesday meadows were few3 and therefore valuable. In
modern Dorsetshire 95,000 acres grew grass for hay, while in
Domesday Book there were under 7000*. It is rare to find
the hay harvest sufficient for the needs of the oxen and
horses on the demesne ; there was still less hay for the
tenantry; while it was even rarer that hay remained over for
a market5. Nor was this peculiar to the eleventh century,
for two hundred years later an acre of meadow was often
regarded as equivalent to two acres or more of the best
arable land. The average value of arable on twelve Suffolk
manors owned by the abbot of Bury St. Edmunds (c. 1300)
was fourpence an acre, but meadow was worth eighteen-
pence an acre6. At Manchester, according to an 'extent*
held in 1322, an acre of arable was valued at eightpence
and an acre of meadow at three times the amount7; while
at Cuerdley in Lancashire arable was worth eightpence
an acre and meadow half a crown8. The value attached
to meadow land was thus considerable, yet the fact that
it varied9 militated against permanent allotment. Other
reasons also explain why meadow land changed hands
1  Pembroke Surveys, i. 250.
2  For a history of the custom and the process, see R. H. Gretton, " The
Lot-Meadow Customs at Yarnton", in  The Economic Journal, xx. 38,
and xxii. 53.    For other examples of lot meadows, see Lennard, Rural
Northamptonshire under the Commonwealth, 44-46.
3  Vinogradofi, English Society, 287.
4  Maitland, Domesday Book and Beyond, 443.
5  Vinogradoff, English Society, 287.
8 Victoria County History, Suffolk, i. 642,    See also  Victoria County
History, Berkshire, ii. 170, note 36.
7  Harland, Mamecestre, ii. 381, 386.
8  Ibid. i. 149.                           8 Nasse, Agricultural Community, 13.